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73. ^^H#\ /13/2003 -U4^MV1 —WWT srfqfTO, 1963 (1963 38 ) ^ «nTT 48 % 3T#T y^Ti 

HSIHtH 9^t> !4 l ffctoh<u| ip^RT W?T 10%fcrq?4 1996-97^^ 1999-2000 tW^GT 

cR# % %Q; RtR RT7T % 3TFcTT^ WFT ^'d J i 3 h^ii^k, «R 11 


31^|# 


JRJ^T 7T. ^T?R4/13/2003-iT^ipft^ 
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^^RcJ^T <TcR ^TTTT 


3n#ScJ> 


3n^fT 

(3T^^, 2003 #> 22# qrft?T) 

m WTT 10 % four ^ 1996-97 ^ ^ 1999-2000 4# 4? MftcT wti #> fe^ ^ 

WT 5TM 3TFcTR $ TfsjfacT 11 

2. 57T 5T7T 19 2000 4# Rlfof 3TO# 3n#5fl §RT # ( Tp u r qtflff ^ 
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^ 10 # fen 1996-97 # 1999-2000 <ft?W 4? Mftcf TORT 5R^ tor fcl 10 % fifn? 

WM ?RT JWIlfed « ^ f : 

^ ^ SR (W# #) 


1996- 97 87.84 

1997- 98 78.43 

1998- 99 94.74 

1999- 2000 85.97 


3.1. ZT? WI Jimte #qr ??f wfctm qm fem 19 2000 ^ qifar an&F % 

Rq3TT?#q? % qppfcr q>t1cqi TO if ffc qpj? #t t1 ^ c# q ftFWlrUfi if cr flfocTW 

3.2. % # 4H#i| 4Ftf<i4> if, vIdqM ?Nf# 3TRI qffo?r vRT 4R# TR?# ^gicTT SETIW cjrffcr vPTT 44# 

^ ^ ^ ^ t 7^45cTT 4*c) OTT # 3T®q> OT «# cfTq# q? ftqr? 4R# ## #T ^f q? ^upifafl ^ 

^ qifo&T <# 3r^?R 4^ nr 21 jffit, 2002 4?F fflfofrRq £R7 qifer 3FT^F # ^%T 4T^r % foTCJ ^TteT 

4R7? 4>t tl 


/I 1 IIJII JJlTl -fY ■3TT n :(;j i -i mT-i r i . ii t > ii i . ' i -rt\ I I I , | A ftwifitl ■ X A- n.... ,,N , , —_ _Q _ £ \ 

>■■■ s i\ *"^' *im fl"in v.\ni\«itsvi '•'i v>\»'vi iCHRi«ii ifJ tens Wi * i°fI <H) I *ii*H><4 <?)»1IC<^ \Jtt| 'qiAFIttflF 4> ?R§T qRT? 
qiftcm ?T. 38445/2000 % qqiftd |R t«TCT i?W?#qd ^ 3m# femfMr ## 11 

4.2. WlW S*rcr f^J T IT % trftac-M % 41^ if ^PT3TR#CJef % Rllijpf fc'.' t qfaqT #t f I 3?7^ vfc#?J %q[ f f# 

W'M if clef t##v»RT % fem T47 ?fl3n cTFTef ?qrfoq % qR if; WeFT cERT if q?R # # fi# |R fRT # 
zfimu 4^ #fTT ?I4> ft 4PT 4iq# q? I^TR % sfT^ if % f^9T 4>T qTcPf 4# tel tf f#4T t f# 

4^ % mRcdcm # RiW % afR ^ ir 3ra?q ^ir ajfR 

^ qf^mqlrraf q? qfcRnq q Rrt NW % qw?#qR ^ rt. 10 % fon? «mnT? 

4? 44 WT fRfR tol tl 

4.3. # qqr fM%ff ^ % wr if M qf #I 

5. efcqRqm, %qef f#^r % gqrn #t adterT #t #rt 44? # ^f^rt q? f^rjR % fc^nr, ^ q^q#cf f ^ ^?r 

qiteq%fH4 (f^ficFT 9 apRcr, 2002 % an^i gRi) % if ^#4Rq #qT ti ^?ri!Rf% #4##, 

q? FTC tor qqT STT f# Wf qif f^#4j 19 qjRT^, 2000 % fqR arr^T if WRq qpMt teteff % 3FJcl#T if # ^!3T 
^fHT qjf^r | qfpr 4>r qrfeqRq % f^Hi<+> 19 ^rt^, 2000 % 3 t#?t if f^RRk; 3pq qqk?ff % firt ^ff feRfq 
qpfeff teief q? ^RTR 44# % qro 3FFIT ^tFteT 5R4T4 cF^R 4R# #t ^Fon? # # I 

6.1. ?ff pqi #t ^ 5 ^ 20 qM, 2003 q>r qqpr## qRw if «?M ^ff #^ffj if, % ^r^f^s 4TF 

%^n afR ^hk41^ch ^ ferial f^q PRgq ten 

6.2. ?FF Wgt ^TclT^ if, wtft 3fR XJW#TcF ## % ^#45R 1%qT t fo ^FF ^FT# ^ 3T#4T. 

Rr% ^ri qrqftq qqt^q vj^ ^^rqicw % ww # q^ t, qq # qqr<?H if ^ qqff# f## tof?r ^rrf^ qq % 

feRi^ 4^ 3TF^?T MlRd 4# f^>4T 3FT! TOT RmricRF % TF45T q4R# if 3Tqif 3ifechl^i aft? qicjf # qqi%T RRT, 

q'R^nVi afR qraisHlsci ## ?RRq w # 3tfcRr qq?qTsr q>f gqRfmRcT 4R% % foR aft? # w % ?m if ?iro qRrrq q?^T 
% ter? q?qq # qqi ^ q4 2000-01 afR 2001-02 % fom affePr «iq?qr?T ?nfifd q?% qRTiq ^r araqq 4>?^ % 

# q^qci #qvi 
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tariff authority for major ports 
notification 

•t* 

Mumbai, the 4th November, 2003 

No.TAMP/13/I«03-NMPT.-Inexerc«rftep^^^^^^““^ o ^ r N ^ , 1 ^ 1 iote 

1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority f “ rM ^“ r Polrt f he ^ 1 h * 1996-97 to 1999-2000 as in the order appended 
Port Trust for fixation of wharfage rate for jetty number 10 for the years 1996 

hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/13/2003-NMPT 


The New Mangalore Port Trust 


ORDER 

{Passed on this 22nd day of October 2003) 


Applicant 


This case relates to a proposal received from the New Mangalore Port 
Trust (NMPT) Mon of wharfage rate for jetty number 10 for the yearn 1996-97 to 

1999-2000. 


2 . 

on 


In Dursuance of the directions of this Authority issued vide its Order passed 
July 200Q P ttie NMPT has submitted a proposal for fixation of wharfage ratp for 
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Jetty No. 1° for the years 1996-1997 to 1999-2000. The wharfage rate proposed by the 
NMPT for Jetty No.10 are as follows: 3 


Year 

Rate per tonne (in Rs.) 

1996-97 

87.84 

1997-98 

78.43 

1998-99 

94.74 H 

1999-2000 

85.97 


31 ■ ln th 's context, it may be relevant to mention that the MR PL has filed a Writ 

Petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka against the Order passed by this Authority 

on 19 July 2000. It has mainly challenged the issue relating to Return on Investment on 
the NMPT assets. 

3 - 2 - The NMPT has also filed Writ Petitions in the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka for review of this Authority's Order passed on 21 March 2002 rejecting the 
review petitions filed by the NMPT on three specific issues viz. credit back of vessel related 
income, credit back of escrow account interest and consideration of repayment of loan in 
excess of depreciation while computing the wharfage rate. 

4.1. The NMPT proposal was forwarded to the MRPL for their comments. The 
MRPL has forwarded its comments without prejudice to the Writ Petition No.38445/2000 
filed by it before the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka. 

4 - 2 - The MRPL has made various observations about the calculation of 

wharfage rate made by the NMPT. It has pointed out that the NMPT has not complied \Ai ith 
the direction of this Authority to establish one common cost centre for the oil jetty project; 
about considering the repayment of ioan only to the extent it is in excess of the 
depreciation already accounted under the operating expenditure. It has pointed out that 
cash balance of specific funds and interest on the MRPL loan must be excluded while 
computing the wharfage rate, return on the NMPT assets should not be considered, etc. In 
the light of these observations, the MRPL has furnished revised working of wharfage rate 
for Jetty No. 10. 

4.3. The comments received from the MRPL were forwarded to the NMPT as 

feed back information. 

5- Subsequently, the NMPT has sought clarification about the date of 
implementation of this Authority’s decision (vide Order dated 9 August 2002) to consider 
depreciation only to the extent it is in excess of repayment of loan instalment. With 
reference to this point, it was clarified that this decision should be seen in continuation with 

the guidelines prescribed in its Order dated 19 July 2000. The port was, therefore, advised 
to formulate its revised proposal after taking into consideration this particular guideline 
along with other guidelines stipulated in this Authority's Order dated 19 July 2000. 

6.1. A joint hearing in this case was held on 20 March 2003 at NMPT premises. 
At the joint hearing, the NMPT made a slide presentation and the MRPL filed a written 
submission. 
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6-2. At the joint hearing, the NMPT and the MRPL both conceded that the 

earlier Orders of the Authority in this matter, though challenged by them before the High 
Court of Karnataka, were still in operation as no higher judicial forum had passed any order 
to the contrary. Without prejudice to their rights and contentions in the respective cases 
before the High Court, both the NMPT and MRPL agreed to re-work out the final wharfage 
rates jointly and present an agreed proposal within two months’ time. They also agreed to 
update the proposal by including final wharfage rates for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02. 

6.3. As agreed in the joint hearing, the NMPT was requested to submit its 

revised proposal for fixation of final wharfage rate for jetty number 10 by 31 May 2003. 
The time limit for submission of the agreed proposal was subsequently extended till 31 
August 2003 at the request of the NMPT. The port has ,however, not submitted its 
proposal. The NMPT was also reminded vide our letter dated 3 September 2003 to 
expedite submission of its proposal. 

7. The NMPT has now vide its letter dated 12 September 2003 requested that 

the time for submission of the revised proposal may be further extended till 30 November 
2003 since the port could not hold further discussions with the MRPL to resolve the 
pending issues due to commencement of its Statutory .Audit of 2002-03 annual accounts, 
etc. It has stated that final rates have been worked out and sent to the MRPL for their 
verification. 

8-1. „ This proposal has been registered as a ‘tariff case and hence it is not 

desirable to keep it pending indefinitely till submission of revised proposal by the port. 
Since the NMPT and the MRPL have already agreed to file a revised proposal, the original 
proposal is not relevant. 


R 9 In thic horlrHrnn cnri APinli^n^lAn iUU A . .iL-.-ff . 

*—• «■ • « "v umu wuvwu uii vuiiuuuvo uppiivauufi ui 11 iii iu, u no /nuu luniy 

decides to close this case. The NMPT is advised to submrt its revised agreed proposal for 
fixation of wharfage rate for jetty number 10 for the years 1996-97 to 2001-02 by 30 
November 2003 after taking into consideration the guidelines prescribed by this Authority. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Oiaimum 
[ADVT. IH/TV/l 43/2003/Exty.] 
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